CONSCIENCE   AGAINST   VIOLENCE

of the facts has shown that Miguel Servetus's offence, if
any, was committed on a purely spiritual plane; and,
further, that the Spaniard's deviation from what Calvin
regarded as a valid interpretation ought never to have
been treated as ordinary crime. Why, then, asks Castel-
lio, did Calvin appeal, in a purely theoretical and ab-
stract affair, to the secular powers in order to suppress an
opinion that differed from his own? Between thinkers,
differences must be settled by the instruments of thought
alone. "If Servetus had taken up arms against you, you
would have been entitled to call the Town Council to
your aid. But since his only weapon against you was the
pen, why did you attack his writings with fire and sword?
Tell me, why did you get yourself backed up by the civil
authorities?"

A State has no jurisdiction in matters of conscience.
The Town Council has nothing to do with the defence
of theological doctrines which are exclusively the concern
of scholars. The business of the Town Council is to pro-
tect a scholar just as it protects a craftsman, a journey-
man, a physician, or any other citizen to whom wrong
has been done. Only if Servetus had tried to murder
Calvin should the Town Council have been called upon
to intervene in Calvin's defence. But since Servetus used
nothing but rational arguments to further his attack on
Calvin, Calvin should have defended himself by argu-
ments and rational considerations. Castellio incontro-
vertibly refutes Calvin's attempt to justify what he had
done by appeal to a higher, a divine command; for
Castellio holds it impossible that there can be a divine or
Christian command to murder. Calvin appealed to the
Mosaic law, which, he declared, commanded the use of
fire and sword to extirpate unbelief. Castellio rejoins
fiercely: "How, in God's name, will Calvin put into
execution this law to which he appeals? It seems to me
that in all towns he will have to destroy habitations,